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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

SIXTH APPELLATE DISTRICT 

 

 

THE PEOPLE, 
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    v. 

 

STERLIN HALLEY, 

 

Defendant and Appellant. 

 

      H033566 

     (Santa Clara County 

      Super. Ct. No. CC814446) 

 

After police apprehended defendant, Sterlin Halley on a stolen bicycle, he was 

arrested and charged with one count of receiving stolen property (Pen. Code, § 496, 

subd. (a)) and one count of resisting arrest (Pen. Code, § 148, subd. (a).)  He appeals 

from a judgment entered after he pleaded no contest to those charges pursuant to the plea 

agreement.  In accordance with that agreement, the trial court placed defendant on three 

years formal probation, on the condition that he serve nine months in county jail, and that 

he pay a restitution fund fine of $220 and two $20.00 court security fees.  The court also 

imposed an equal probation revocation fine which it stayed, granted defendant 210 days 

credit for time served and imposed a variety of probation conditions.  Defendant objected 

to the drug testing and substance abuse program conditions, arguing that they were not 

reasonably related to this crime.  The court overruled the objection.  This timely appeal 

ensued. 
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 We appointed counsel to represent defendant in this court. Appointed counsel filed 

an opening brief which states the case and the facts but raises no specific issues.  We 

notified defendant of his right to submit written argument in his own behalf within 

30 days.  That period has elapsed and we have received no written argument from 

defendant.  Pursuant to People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436, we have reviewed the 

entire record and have concluded that there is no arguable issue on appeal. 

DISPOSITION 

 The judgment is affirmed.  

 

      _____________________________________ 

   RUSHING, P.J. 

 

 

 

 

 

WE CONCUR: 
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PREMO, J. 
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ELIA, J. 


